


We applaud The Commission for taking steps to bring about a
reorganized, more efficient use of our radio frequencies. We do
have just a few concerns that we would like to express: they are
the cost, the ¢timing of the migration, and the wuse of the
chamels.

With the number of radios that we have, the cost of replacement
is going to be tremendous. The only source of revenue that we
have are the tax funds we collect from the taxpayers of our
communities. Over the past 17 years of operation we have budgeted
for radio replacement in small intervals so as not to have the
major expense of replacing all our equipment at one time. It
would be our concern that enough time be given to the local
governments to fund this project, and that techrnology be worked
in such a way that a period be established where older radios and
newer radios could operate simultanecusly. Within a period of
10-15 years, radios are all normally retired from service, so
using this as a time frame faor refarming implementation would
have a far less impact financially than if we had to replace all
our existing equipment at ance. If this had to be completed
sooner, our suggestion we would be to establish specific federal
grants to assist the local governments (such as in the days of
LEAA) to fund the new equipment, but there too, the source of
revenue is still coming from the taxpayers.

The other concern we have with this proposal is plan for the
issuina af the new channopls. We helieve faor efficiencv and
safety, some channels must be kept exclusive for public safety
and that these channels, offsets, and adjacent channels can not
be mixed with other radio services such as SMRs. If a business
radio user comes into an area where police and fire departments
are on adjacent channels, we cannot afford to have their
communications interfere with emergency police and fire
communications. To do this would seriously jeopardize the safety
and welfare of the public and the public safety personnel. It is
important to keep the band assignment in the spectrum grouped and
workable so that interoperability between local governments, or
police, fire, and ambulances can occur. We need to alleviate the
communication barriers we have today where the police are
operating at 470 MHz, the fire department at 150 MHz, and the
ambulances at 800 MHz. Communications at emergencies and
disasters are one of the most important aspects in handling these
incidents, vyet when one agency can't talk to another, that aspect
is less than adequate. The Commission has sought to correct this
problem at the 800 MHz level with assigned emergency channels,
but this should also now be addressed for the other VHF and UHF

bands in the spectrum.



We support the continued use of APCO and IMSA to coordinate
frequencies for public safety users. We believe the system that
is already 1in place (which works with frequency coordinators in
the given area of the applicant with a single point of contact to
The Commissign) _is the _hest wav to allow for regooosible

We need to have encugh power and antenna height to cover our
jurisdictional area. If we cannot communicate adequately from all
areas of our jurisdiction, we risk the ability to respond to
emergency calls and the lives of our emergency service personnel.
We believe power and anternna should be studied and properly
justified when relicensing is accomplished under refarming, and
should be completed by the local frequency coordinator.

In summary, please allow us toe go on record 1in support aof
Spectrum Refarming, but please take the time to plan this
implementation well and allow sufficient time to fund and
implement the migration. Two—-way radio communications are

vital to providing public safety. Frequency congestion and
interference problems can make the difference between saving

a life and property. We need to move on NPRM 92-233, but we must
do so cautiously.
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